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Your letter ot ierch 4; 1948 received ané cuar=fully
considered, The arguments that you advance to support your position
convince us more completley that you are in error. You Lold that
the O.NtR of the water should be assesed to pay the costs of distri-
bution. we agree with you completely in this. The Irrigation Idist.
does not own the water we are considering. By authority of the
Irrigetion District law of the state of Utah the State Engineer
made the sllotment of reservoir water to the land within the Tist.
The water is appertent to *he land and naturaly belongs to trhe own-
er of the land.

The Irrigation Dist. owns a righrt of way for Res-
ervoir water in only one cansl on Price iliver., 1In this instance
the owners of the water have agreed to carry Reservolr water at
the sane cost per c.f.s. as is charged for natural flow. In the
other canals the reservoir weter is cerried for the owners of
the water by virtue of tteir being stoeck Wolders in the Carsl Co.

I beleive that in rrectically all ceses the same charge is made
for Regervoir water as is made for the nstursl flow, Fow evar the
Irrigation Tict. ras absolutely no jurisdfction over this matter,
The owners of trte water meke their own arrangement with the cansl
Coe

By authority of the Irrigation Dist Law the Dist.
may levy & tax upon all land within tke Dist. which has an allot-
ment of Resarvoir water. This monie may %o used to pay bonded
indevetedness, interesi, or O and M costs. However the Dist has
absolutely no claim against the owners of ratvral flow. Therefore
#hen the Dist. taxee the owners of reservoir wataxr to ray & river
assesment and tha canal Co. asseses them for fhe same purpose they
most surely are doubly assesed. That is why the ownsrs of Xeservoir
water want to te assesed by the canai Co. and not by the Dist.

At tie annual meating of the Irice river Ajudication
Committee at the suggestion of the chairman the List. agreed to
contribute to the distribuvtion fund the smmount of the defencie
which I beleive was $87.00 This would not be a payement on the
assesment whiok we still maintain wes erroniously made but just a

contribution to the good of the cause. iwe still are willing to do
this and forget the assesment.

Yery Truly Yours

1u® crice jiver later Censervation Iist.
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Eldrea E. Yeirce President.



